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TO THE TWELVE JURYMEN WHO MAY BE 
CALLED UPON TO PASS THEIR VERDICT 
UPON THOMAS RILEY PERRY, AT THE OLD 
BAILEY SESSIONS, FOR JULY. 


FeLiow Citizens, Dorchester Gaol, July 6, 1824. 
I HAVE written upon many important subjects, but upon 
none more momentarily important than the present: and 
though we hear much about the impropriety of a Juryman’s’ 
previously knowing and prejudging a case on which he is 
to sit in judgment in a Court of Law, I see nothing but pre- 
judice in the notion, and shall not therefore respect it. It is 
as right and as important, that you shall previously know 
the case [| am about to write upon, consider and prejudge the 
matter about which you are to be called to sit in judgment, 
as that a Judge should have to pass aroutine of legal and 
judicial study before he sits upon the bench. You are to be 
judges in the case before you, and upon that case you can- 
not enter your box with too much knowledge, any more than 
a judge can have too much knowledge of the law of the 
country and of the practice of the Courts. So from all im- 
propriety in my address to you at this moment, I feel an ex- 
culpation; and that, in so doing, | am performing nothing 
more thana duty to myself, to the defendant, to you, the Ju- 
ry, and to the country at large which you represent. 

Thomas Riley Perry, a man of unimpeached moral cha- 
racter, expects to come before you in the ensuing Sessions, 
under a charge of having published a blasphemous book, 
entitled Palmer’s Principles of Nature ; and common as such 
cases have been of late, there is more than ordinary interest 
connected with this; for, from all present appearances, it 
seems likely to be the last ofthe kind; and if so, it is of very 
great importance, that yourssbould be a right verdict, which 
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has never yet been given upon such a charge, in consequence 
of the ignorance or depravity of former Juries. 

You will be told, by one of those Judges which, in these 
cases, are such an abominable disgrace to the Bench of this 
day, that Christianity is a part and parcel of the law of the 
land, and that to question its good foundation is an offence 
at law. If I were to admit the first assertion, l°can shew 
you that the second does not follow as a consequence; for, 
if Christianity be part and parcel of the law of the land, the 
laws of this land are not like the laws of the Medes and Per- 
siavs which changed not; and tbat it is not an offence at 
law, to revile or blaspheme any part or all of the law, to say 
that all or a part is bad, to advise the abolition of all or of 
a part, or in any way to impugn by words, so as you do not 
violate by actions. At any rate, the publication in question 
can be nothing more than an impugning of the law of the 
land by words; and it happens, that there is an express sta- 
tute, which says, that to impugn this part of the law called 
Christianity, or the doctrine of the. Trinity, is lawful. 

I take a deeper ground than this, though this is deep 
enough to warrant a verdict of Not Guilty from you, and 
from every Jury ip such a case, and to shew that every ver- 
dict of G'wilty in such a case has been an act of perjury and 
villainy, or of the most gross ignorance. J deny, aliogether, 
that Christianity is any part or parcel of the law of this or 
of any other land. | deny, that it is possible to legislate up- 
on such a matter, or to combine it with law; and that, be- 
cause, Christianity is not only no fixed and definable thing ; 
but it cannot be defined as a system of words and actions on 
the part of its followers. It never was declared to be a part 
and parcel of the law of the land by any part of the legisla- 
ture of this country. Jt is no where so written in any of 
our statute books; and if it were so written, the indefinite 
character of the word Christianity would render it a matter 
impossible to be‘ justly acted upon. It never was identified 
with the common law of our ancestors, before statutes began 
to be formed and preserved, and every judge, every lawyer, 
who has asserted that it has been a part and parcel of the 
law, has been both liar and villain. Liar, because it was 
utterly and notoriously false; vid/ain, because he sought to 
injure and oppress some honest man thereby and succeeded 
therein: and you, the Jury, will be both liars and villains, 
if you return a verdict of Guilty against Thomas Riley Per- 
ry. This is very strong language; but as strongly true and 
strongly just. I aud others have suffered too much and too 
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long, through such villainy, to mince the matter, or to feel 
any thing like respect for our tyrant and brutal persecutors, 
or for you if you join them. 

It has been asked why we do not appeal against the judg- 
ments given against us. I will give you the best of all rea- 
sons—because, we should appeal from enemy to enemy, at 
a very great expence, and finally we should ‘have to appeal 
to the basest and most bigoted of all our enemies—the Lord 
Chancellor Eldon; for he reigns not more Lord Paramount 
in the Court of Chancery, than in the House of Lords. In one 
place he issues decrees in his,individual name ;— in the other, 
in the name of the Lords; and the fellow has more power 
over property and liberty than any absolute monarch in the 
world. He fears nor cares for any thing but those who dare 
to impeach his conduct through the press, as I dare to do. 
This fellow is the life and soul of those persecutions; and 
with him they will certainly die, if we do not beat him first 
and hasten his death by our triumph: for, be assured, that 
be has not moral virtue enough to sustain him in life one year, 
after he loses his present power and situation, Under re- 
tirement or rejection from office he cannot live. 

Another. reason for not appealing is, that, if we had the 
will, and a fair chance, we have not the money required to 
do it: whilst in prison, we can do nothing in person, nothing 
but through lawyers, and these are men, to a man, who, to 
live, must, to a certain degree, run with the practice and 
system of the day. I] never found any encouragement to 
employ any one of them a second time, in a matter that con- 
cerned myself as to the prosecutions fos blasphemy. 

To you, as the last Jury likely to be assembled on such 
an occasion, | solemnly appeal against all the verdicts of 
Guilty that have been given upon the publication of Paine’s 
Age of Reason—Palmer’s Principles of Nature—or any 
piece of my writing cr publishing against the Christian re- 
ligion. ‘The few words J bave advanced are enough to shew, 
that Christianity cannot be associated with the law, nor can 
any legislation exist and be justly acted apon in this matter, 
beyond an ordinance as to forms and ceremonies. But my 
grand argument is—thal Christianity ts idolatry—that itis 
wholly vicious—that it is founded wholly in fable—that no 
such person as the Jesus Christ of the New Testament ex- 
isted. ‘These are so many vnanswered aud unanswerable 
points which I maintain in my weekly publication; and the 
Christian world is silent under them, evincing, that the pro- 
fits connected with the system form its last mainstay. I 
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court the opposition of all Bishops who come in my neigh- 
bourhood. Your own Diocesan shrunk from me last year, 
after much deliberation, consultation, and hesitation about 
coming on my invitation. The Lecturer of St. Sepulchre’s, 
Dr. Rudge, in your immediate neighbourhood, feared to dis- 
pute this question with me in conjunction with his Diocesan. 
I have lately called the attention of two other Bishops (of 
Rochester and of Sodor and Man) to this point, in letters, of 
which the following is the substance, though there was a va- 
riation in the wording. 


TO THE RIGHT REVEREND FATHER IN GOD, 





THE LORD BISHOP OF », NOW RESID- 
ING AT WEYMOUTH. 
My Lorp Bisnop, Dorchester Gaol, June 19, 1824, 


] HAVE been nearly five years a prisoner, and otherwise 
dreadfully persecuted in family and property, for publish- 
ing that Christianity is founded upon fables. So that I can- 
not allow a Bishop to reside so near me as Weymouth, with- 
out paying my respects, and entreating him to come and to 
shew me the truths of the Christian religion. Ifit can only 
be shewn to me, that such a person as the Jesus Christ of 
the New Testament, so lived and so died, or ever was known 
in Jerusalem, I will instantly preach “ Jesus Christ and him 
crucified.” 

I am, My Lord Bishop, your Lordship’s obedient Ser- 
vant, open to every kind of instruction, 


RICHARD CARLILE. 


I declare to you, fellow citizens, that this is no trifling; 
that I am serious; that I have challenged the whole body of 
the clergy in this county to meet me upon this question; that 
I have addressed myself in letters to individual clergymen; 
that 1 have pressed more than one to the point in private 
conversation; and all, by their manners and silence, con- 
fess, that they have no proofs, that such a person as Jesus 
Christ existed, as is fabled in the book called the New Tes- 
tament. We havea Chaplain in this Gaol, as good a man 
as a priest can be, with whom | have kept on uniformly good 
terms, never exchanging an unpleasant, but many pleasant, 
words, and he must confess, if asked, that he cannot main- 
tain the Christian religion as founded in truth before me; 
for, if he could, 1 am sure his very good nature, to say no- 
thing of his duty, would urge him to do it. The Chaplain 
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accompanied another Clergyman, the Reverend Mr. Rich- 
man of Dorchester, in two visits to me; the second of which 
was a meeting, on a fair challenge, to produce evidence of 
the existence of Jesus Christ, at which, both Gaoler and Sur- 
geon of the Gaol, thus associating all the superior officers of 
the Gaol, save the Sheriffs, begged leave to be present. It 
was then so far seen, that after a promise upon challenge, af- 
ter many weeks of time taken for the purpose, after consul- 
tations with various clergymen, that no evidence could be 
adduced to shake my positions, that such a person as Jesus 
Christ never did exist, and that he is wholly a fabled cha- 
racter, Ihave examined every piece of history I could get 
at upon the subject: | am now going through Mosheim’s 
Keclesiastical History, as the last 1 have heard of, by me 
unread; and from this, my conviction is indelibly strength- 
ened, that no such person as Jesus Christ existed, and that 
Christianity grew out of the mad miscalled philosophical 
sectarianism which infested so strongly the borders of Asia, 
Africa, and Europe, contiguous to the Mediterranean Sea, 
after the Romans had conquered them. This sectarianism 
had alike infected Jews, Africans, and Grecians; and unless 
we attribute it to the dogmas of the Grecian philosophers, of 
which Plato produced no small share of the more mischiev- 
ous, we cannot further trace its origin; though we nay safe- 
ly place it to the account of priestcraft and idolatry. 

Since, then I can shew that Christianity is founded upon 
fables, it is not too much for me to expect, if prosecutions be 
carried on, that some fature jury will be found to give a ver- 
dict of Not Guilty when a charge is made of a wicked and 
malicious publication of that which is notoriously true, and 
morally and philosophically important to the interests of 
mankind in its publication. And such a verdict will be tan- 
tamount, in a moral point of view, to a reversal of all the 
contrary verdicts that have been given; just as, if a prose- 
cution for witchcraft were now to take place, a verdict that 
pronounced the impossibility of the existence of such a 
crime would be tantamount to an impeachment of all the 
judgments upon that question given by Juries, by Judge 
Hale, or by any other pious Christian Judge, that had pre- 
ceded or succeeded him. From you, | ask such a verdict, 
such a reversal of all the former judgments, and that verdict 
1 ask upon the law of the land; upon your love of truth, if 
you do love truth; upon your hatred of persecution, if you 
do hate persecution; upon your oath to well and truly try, if 
you do respect that oath. If you well and truly try, and a 
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true verdict give according to the evidence, you will find no 
evidence of illegality or offence against the law, committed 
by Thomas Riley Perry. You will find, that blaspheming, 
which is speaking evil of the law, is no offence against the 
law. “You will find, that Christianity is not any thing defi- 
nable to be blasphemed as an offence against law. And you 
will further find, that blasphemy ofa living person, which is 
false and injures that person, is alone that sort of blasphemy 
which constitutes an offence against the law. 

The only evidence to be adduced before you is, that an 
individual went to a shop in Fleet Street, expressing him- 
self an admirer of the books there sold, and after much ap- 
parently friendly conversation with Thomas Riley Perry, 


bought of him, a copy of Palmer’s Principles of Nature, 


with an assurance that it was to be sent to a country friend. 

If your verdict corresponds with the evidence, you will 
find, that Thomas Riley Perry is Guilty of selling that book ; 
but without a malicious intention; without which there can 
benocrime. Guilty of publishing the book or libel, is nota 
sufficient verdict, and the verdict in the case of W iNiam Cam- 
pion was no verdict to warrant the Recorder to pass any sen- 
tence upon him. That Jury said: “ Gutlty of publishing the 
libel in question :” the Recorder auswered: “ That is the 
charge against him.” But that was not the charge; but the 
charge was, that he wickedly and maliciously did publish that 
book. Mere publication of a book or libel, for the word 
libel means nothing more than book, is no offence against 
law; and whenever a Jury says, guilty of publishing, but 
we find no malicious intention, the verdict is tantamount to ~ 
Not Guilty, and, according to form, should be given as Not 
Guilty; for that which you find Not Guilty of, is, the wicked 
and malicious intention charged, and not the ‘publication 
of the book, which, of itself, is a matter of business, a mat- 
ter of trade, a matter of course, not disputed by the defend- 
ant, nor an offence at law. 

What maliciotis intention can there be, when the person 
who buys the book, solicits to be served as a friend, solicits 
an abatement of price as to a friend, which you will find 
to be the case of the evidence to come before you? It is 
notorious that there are millions of intelligent men who admire 
such books as Palmer’s Principles of Nature, moral men, 
the very flower of mankind; how then can it be wicked and 
malicious to sellsuch books, even to a person who does not 
admire them? If be did not come lo solicit the sale, it could 
not be made to him; therefore, the wicked aud malicious in- 
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tent is wholly on the part of the prosecution in such eases. 
There is on the part of the prosecution intent to injure, in- 
tent to check free and fair enquiry after truth, intent or de- 
sire to cherish ignorance and support fraud and tyranny; 
the whole of which is abominably wicked, malicious, and 
mischievous. 

But the word blasphemy is the word that operates most 
powerfully on the generality of minds; it fills them with 
horror, excludes reason and consideration, and blinds the 
senses to all rational remark. ‘There is not a more harmless 
word in the English language, taking it upon its modern 
construction. All that can be made of it is, a speaking evil 
of a system of words, or of a few dead characters, of whom 
no evil can be said, unless it be found recorded of them by 
those who first delineated their characters on paper. We, 
in the present day, know nothing about Moses, Jesus, or 
Mahomet; we know nothing more than early historians 
have written; and surely it can be no offence against En- 
glish Law to comment upon the writings aud characters 
drawn by these historians or fabulists. We may blaspheme 
without discrimination one of our own countrymen, king, 
priest, or layman, who died a hundred years ago, and strange 
to say, we must not express our judgments of such charac- 
ters as foreign and ancient historians have drawn of ancient 
foreigners! Was ever any prohibition so outrageously in- 
consistent as this? I can never reflect upon this matter with- 
out feeling astounded at the blindness, ignorance, supersti- 
tion, and worse than brute like character of my countrymen 
of the present day. I do not say that they have grown 
worse than their ancestors; but I do say, that, as yet, they 
deserve no better epithet than that of human cattle, human 
beasts, slaves so irresolute in mind, as to warrant their more 
cunning fellows in making slaves of them. 

I would rouse and raise you, fellow citizens, above this 
degraded state: and if you give your verdict according to 
the evidence, you will do more good in that act than will 
ever be in your power again to do. You may not see the 
importance of the thing as I see it; but unmixed good can 
alone flow from it. Let each of you put the question to 
himself and say—does he fear free discussion? If he does fear 
it, upon what ground? Does he fear the propagation of 
truth? Or does he fear that by free discussion falsehood 
will triumph over truth? He must be a corrupt mind that 
fears the former, and a very ignorant one that fears the latter 
circumstance. 
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Elaborate argument with data to shew you that Chris- 
tianity is no part of law, no part of truth, nothing good and 
useful, | cannot here enter into; for my object is chiefly to 
impress you with a few sentiments on paper, more earnestly 
than you are likely to feel them if orally addressed to you 
whilst in the Jury box. But 1 can refer you to a speech of 
Mrs. Wright’s, to the Trials of William Tunbridge and Wil- 
liam Campion, to a paper read to the Court of King’s Bench 
by Joseph William Trust, printed in No. 17, Vol. 8, to 
No. 1, Vol. 9, of the Republican, and to this last publica- 
tion generally, to shew the most triumphant argument and 
data for every position | have here advanced. | feel so 
confident, that | beat all my opponents at argument; and 
they feel so confident of it as to be entirely silent; that as- 
sertion and reference for proof are all that is now fairly to 
be required of me. 

Do your duty, fellow Citizens, and give a verdict accord- 
ing to the evidence. Recollect, that the Lawyer’s speech is 
not evidence, nor is the speech of the Judge, /aw. You are 
to judge both of the evidence and of the law. It is twelve 
to one against'the Judge, that you may have more know- 
ledge than he upon the subject, and about a hundred to one 
that each of you has more honesty, more desire to do that 
which is right. Recollect also, that no one can dispute your 
verdict, if you find Thomas Riley Perry to have sold the 
book without a malicious intention; but as sure as you find 
him guilty of a malicious intention in selling that book, 
which he, and I, and thousands, aye millions, admire, and 
proclaim to be one of the best and most useful of books, 
so sure will your names go down to posterity with execra- 


tion, if you bodies escape a just punishment while living. 
RICHARD CARLILE. 
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TRIAL OF JOHN CLARK. 
(Concluded from page 32.) 


How are we to discover the truth, or holiness of this book, 
if We are not permitted to examine and comment upon it, 
when it is assailed? If the arguments be unsound by which 
it is assailed, they may be easily repelled by sounder argu- 
ments. Of what use are the twenty thousand bishops and 
priests in this kingdom, if they cannot refute the arguments 
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of an illiterate humble mechanic like myself, without hav- 

ing recourse to the arm of power? Let them come forward 

and convince us, that the many thousands of pounds they 
receive from the public, obtained by the sweat of the la- 
bourer’s brow, are not undeservedly given. If they can 

refute my little book, would it not do those men of God 

more honour and give them a greater triumph than casting 
me into prison, without convincing me, or any one else, that 
I was in the wrong? The pain and mortification | must 
unavoidably feel at being refuted; would be punishment 
enough for me: even worse than imprisonmeat can be to 
ime now, while I have a conscience void of offence toward 
God and man. | believe there are seventy thousand ministers 
belonging to, and dissenting from, the established church in 
this kingdom, and if they are willing to yield to a fair com- 
bat, and will desire the civil authorities to stand aside and 

see fair play, I will engage the whole seventy thousand, upon 
any terms; and, am moreover willing, that his Most Gra- 
cious Majesty George IV, as he is styled a defender of the 
faith, shall sit as arbitrator, if he will condescend to accept 
the office and take the trouble, when and where his superior 
judgment may think proper, either through the medium of 
the press, or in bis most august presence. But to make the 
civil powers parties in this our quarrel, and to bespeak them, 
right or wrong, to favour their side, is unfair and unjust. 
As it is natural for persons to wish to promulgate what they 
think true, in opposition to tbat which they consider errone- 
ous, | have published a book containing what I conceive to 
be trath, and if my little book speaks truth, for books are 
nothing more than the human voice reduced to signs on paper, 
if it speak traths, no harm can be done, neither can it be 
considered a libel. If it speaks false, it will be, as it ought 
to be, exposed. But who are to be the judges? Surely, the 
people are able to judge for themselves what is right or 
wrong, what is true or what is false, or Jesus would never 
have given that command ia Luke, chap. xii. ver. 57, if it 
wasimpracticable and could not be obeyed ; he upbraids them 
and says, ‘* yea, why even of yourselves, judge ye not what 
is right?” Paul himself tells thein to “ prove all things,” 
which cannot be done without they examine all things. What 
does Locke say, a man who was and is considered to have 
been endowed with extraordinary talents, and whose: writ- 
ings are often quoted by theologians as well as philosophers ; 
he says, “that whatever God hath revealed must certain] 

be true.” So say 1; but Locke says, “ whether it be a di- 
vine revelation or not, reason must judge.” Now, this book, 
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or these scriptures, as they are called, were written by men, 
and by men handed down to us, for no man has presumed 
yet to say it was given him by an angel, as the Koran is 
said to have been given to Mahomet, therefore, the writings 
or words of man, can no more be the w ritings or words of 
God, than the works of men, can be the works of God. Those 
writings, in this book, cannot be proved to be the words of 
God by any man whoever he may be or have been. The 
word of God in this book is called God himself. . Read 
John chap. i. ver. 1, it says, ‘in the beginning was the 
word, and the word was with God, and the word was God.” 
Now, without you admit this book to be God himself, you 
cannot call this God’s word. And if this book be God him- 
self, or even God’s word, as you say ‘it is; no writing of 
mine, nor of any other man, can destroy it, or do it any 
harm; for it must endure for ever, even the gates of hell 
shall not prevail against it. Why afraid of my little book 
then ? Is not the * foolishness of God wiser than men,” read 
lst Corinthians chap. i. ver. 25. If this book be founded in 
truth, it must prevail over all opposition, if false, surely, no 
man can calmly see his fellow-creatures a prey to such 
groundless terrors and base deception, without endeavour-~ 
ing to remove them. It is also impolitic on your part to 
prosecute me for publishing my opinions; for opinions can 
do uo harm, it is only the opposition to those opinions, 
which causes people to suspect that this book contains 
more than you would wish them to know. If you are fear- 
ful that the Christian religion will suffer by tolerating free 
discussion, you acknowledge and discover its weakness; 
but will morality sufer with it? No, Gentlemen, morality is 
founded on the common interests of mankind, and needs no 
other protector. Morality is not founded on this book ; 
there is no morality contained in this book, but what is 
taught us by the book of nature. Asa proof, examine the 
morality of all countries, and see if the moral principles are 
not nearly the same. It speaks in all nations the lan- 
guage of reason, justice, and utility, which is a proof that 
these principles are fixed and indispensible in their nature, 
and require not the aid of religion. If morality doth abound 
in this book, immorality aboundeth much more. It has 
been stated by M. A. Taylor, the honourable member for 
Durham, tbat if our opinions. were promulgated, he would 
despair of the morals of the lower classes of society, as they 
would be left without protection against the basest and mis- 
chievous schemes ; by which it appears evident to me, what- 
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ever pretensions the honourable member may make to 
Christianity, that he is no Christian; for Christianity 
consists in visiting and relieving the lower classes of society, 
which that gentleman could not have done, or he would 
have discovered that the morals of the lower classes have 
been greatly improved since those opinions have been pro- 
pagated by that preacher of morality—Richard Carlile. As 
a proof of this, [ will read an extract from a still cheaper 
publication than the one my prosecutors complain of, a two- 
penny book, Gentlemen, called the Moralist, No. 9. I sent 
this morning to 84, Fleet Street, for two of them, from the 
shop where blasphemous publications are said to be sold, 
and they have just come to my hand, since [ have been 
in court; so that | have not had time to select any par- 
ticular passage. For those moral books, | have no occa- 
sion, having the principles of morality grafted in my nature. 
The first, 1 see, is No. 9, on swearing. (The defendant then 
read about two pages of that number, and taking up No. 15, 
said tt wus tantamount to the other, it appeared to him 
to shew the direful effects of anger, but would not take up 
their time in reading tt.) Enough had been shewn to prove 

that the publications from that shop could’ produce none 
but moral sensations; and such was the impartiality of the 
Editor of this blasphemous book, (taking up the Re- 
publican) that it actually contains a letter from a Metho-’ 
dist parson, which my persector’s council has cunningly taken 
no notice of. But, Gentlemen, since those opinions (which 
you now prosecute)-have been propagated, | could give re- 
ferences myself to upwards of one hundred persons, witbin 
the last twelve months, whose cases have come within my 
knowledge, who, iustead of being drunken idle Christians, 
as they tormerly were, are now sober and moral philoso- 
phers; and the only reason so much immoratity doth exist 
among the lower classes of society, is the scarcity of moral 
preachers like Mr. Carlile, and the means taken to prevent 
them from reading and receiving those opinions for which I 
am prosecuted. This, Gentiemen, is the “‘ base and mis- 
chievous-scheme,” the keeping the lower classes in mental 
darkness; while the bigher classes monopolize the bounties 
of nature. But if that honourable gentleman conceives the 
lower classes in society (in consequence of their weak minds 
aud limited education) would be the sooner deceived and 
deluded, than the honourable HIGHER classes, why might 
not we suppose, by the same argument, that to have been the 
case in the days of Christ; for we find, that none of the ru- 
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lers or higher classes of his day believed those things, but 
a a few weak minded and illiterate men? 

he writer of this letter, contained in this my little book, is 
personally unknown to me, but lam informed heisa namesake 
of mine, of which I am exceedingly proud; and viewing 
him through the medium of his letter, by bis liberality of sen- 
timent and philosophical arguments, I consider him to be 
an ornament to society, and have no doubt, if his moral 
character was strictly investigated, he would cause many 
professing Christians to blush before bim. Even those who 
are esteemed great in the Church, proofs of which I sup- 
pose unnecessary, have their lives and characters well known; 
and convinced | am, if a wise man were to choose his reli- 
gion by the lives of those who profess it, Christianity would 
be the last he would choose. By conversing or correspond- 
ing with a man, I am enabled to judge of his character, if I 
find he is of a reflecting mind, void of prejudice, bigotry, 
and superstition, although, like myself, he may not have re- 
ceived a classical education, | consider he is or will be a 
moral man, because his reasoning powers being independent, 
he is at liberty to judge for himself, consequently must see 
the necessity of performing certain duties towards his fellow 
creatures, in order to obtain their assistance with their friend- 
ship. ‘The non-performance of these duties, he will discover, 
notonly deprive bim of theirassistance ; but will render him an 
object of their hatred and contempt; he, ‘therefore, sees the folly 
of those vices, which Christians call crimes, and which crimes, 
as Newgate proves, Christiaus daily commit; for their rea- 
soning powers not being their own, but slaves to the educa- 
tion they may have received with the manners and customs 
of the country in which they were born, they cannot discern 
the folly, nor yet the cousequehces of those vices called 
crimes. Neither do they know the natural relation which 
subsists, or ought to subsist between man and man; the tor- 
ments of hell fire, being so far distant, so very precarious, so 
many chances of escape; in fact, there are so many great 
and exceeding previous promises, to that effect, in this book, 
by and through the blood of Jesus Christ, that it cannot, and 
as a proof it does not, prevent them from committing all 
manner of crimes—drunkenness, lying, uncleanness, gaming, 
swindling, robbery, even murder and unnatural crimes, 

The Editor of this little book, is Mr. Richard Carlile, a 
man whose character is well known, and acknowledged even: 
by his enemies to be not only a preacher but a practioner in 
the strictest rules of morality, notwithstanding the statement 
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of Sir Thomas Lethbridge, the Honourable member for the 
county of Somerset, who would wish you to believe his 
conduct was the subject of “ universal EXECRATION ;” had 
he said UNIVERSAL ADMIRATION, he might have obtained 
credit. The various petitions, numerous correspondents, 
and voluntary subscriptions, are a convincing proof of the 
universal opinion entertained of him. Such a man as this I 
consider my friend; and as MY religion teaches me to do 
as much good, withas little injury as possible to all mankind, 
I consider I was obeying this precept, when I entered the 
shop of Richard Carlile. Seeing his property unprotected in 
the midst of surrounding enemies, | took possession of his 
shop and property, intending to render unto him a true and 
faithfulaccountof my proceedings; and to prevent any obsta- 
cle which might beraised against it by “* wicked and designing 
men,” I removed those books which I knew had been pro- 
secuted, and which my persecutors’ honourable servant has 
acknowledged before you this day ; I, therefore, considered 
that | was not only acting in a friendly manner, butin a law- 
ful manner ; and I believe itis not expected that a bookseller 
should read every book before he vends it, and even if he did, 
he might not be competent to judge whether it would please 
or displease George Maule, Esq. But, Gentlemen, 1 have 
a book here which is publicly sold at almost every book- 
seller’s shop, and of which, if report be true, George Maule, 
Esq., has a copy in his possession; and this book (holding 
it up in his hand) is suffered to be published with impunity. 
Why is this, Gentlemen ? is it not because this book (as well 
as many others ] could have brought before you) is consi- 
dered to be beyond the reach of the lower classes owing to 
the abstruse and philosophical arguments which are consi- 
dered above the comprehension of those classes, and the 
high price at which they are generally sold at, these are 
suffered to adorn the libraries of almost every nobleman and 
gentleman in the kingdom; and the venders of those books 
are suffered to carry on their business unmolested; while 
I, for selling this little sixpenny book, am brought before 
you to be incarcerated in a dungeon. 

The Recorder said, it was no excuse for men to plead 
that other persons had committed a similar offence, or that 
he had not been treated with impartiality. 

Defendant—I will read a few extracts from this book, 
which is the second volume of Burdon’s Materials for Think- 
ing, and then, Gentlemen, judge of the impartiality of my 
persecutors. 
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The Defendant then read an extract from page 9, where- 
in itstates, that ‘‘ the whole of our religious belief rests on pre- 
possessions and false persuasions; therefore the superstruc- 
ture can only be a receptacle of fraud, imposture, forgery, 
persecution, murder, and the whole train of evils which at- 
tend the love and pursuit of power: for though religion pre- 
tends to subdue the bad passions, it is only a cloak to dis- 
guise them,” &c. He then read extracts from pages 31, 35, 
36, 77, wherein it says, “‘ that religion is a system of impos- 
ture, and Government of robbery.” There are many other 
passages equally as true and powerful as those of my little 
book, particularly in the last 100 pages; but as | have some- 
thing of more importance to read, | shall not trespass longer 
on your time, with this book—but proceed to declare that, if 
those pious Centlemen, my persecutors, knew this book to 
be of that description, which is giveu you in the indictment, 
and which in fact has been acknowledged, for my prosecu- 
tor has stated that he read the book before and knew it to 
be a blasphemous and scandalous libel, he therefore was in 
duty bound, according to their own doctrine and precepts, 
contained in this their holy bock, to have given, or sent me 
information thereof. Surely, Gentlemen, you must admit 
it to be more wise, and more just to prevent an evil, than.to 
permit it, and punish for it. Is it not written in 2 Timothy 
chap. xi. ver. 24, 25, 26, (the defendant then took the Bible 
and read) “ We must not strive, but be gentle to all men, 
apt to teach, patient, in meekness insiructing those who op- 
pose themselves that they may recover themselves out of 
the snare of the Devil.” And again, in Gal. chap. vi. ver. 1, 
“Ifa man be overtaken iu a fault, ye which are spiritual, 
restore such aone.” How, Gentlemen, is he to be restored, 
by prosecuting him and casting him into prison? No, but 
‘in the spirit of meekness considering thyself,” for ye are 
also men of like passions—subject to the same temptations, 
for ye know, “the Devil goeth about like a roaring lion 
seeking whom he may devour.” Besides, methinks, you 
have not walked charitably towards me, for Paul, when 
writing to Titus chap. iii. ver. 10, says, “ a man that is an 
heretic after the first and second admonition, reject.” But 
behold, Gentlemen, my prosecutors have never given me 
a first admonition; although J have sent and entreated for 
one. I remember, near two years since while reading this 
passage in Matthew chap. xii. ver 40, wherein it says, “ as 
Jonas was three days, and three nights in the whale’s belly, 
so shall the son of man be three days and three nights in 








THE REPUBLICAN. AT 


the beart of the earth,” I was greatly puzzled, and could 
not understand bow that was fulfilled, if Jesus died on the 
Friday afternoon and rose early on Sunday morn following. 
I sent to Mr. Gaultier, the superintendent of Queen Street 
Chapel at that time, as | was a member of his society, for 
an explanation of this passage, as it raised many doubts on 
my mind, which gave me great uneasiness; but he returned 
meno answer. <A few weeks after, when informed that I 
had read the Age of Reason, and “denied the faith,” he 
only replied: “ Ah, | thoughtso; when he sent me that 
letter, | thought be would soon be lost;” but, replied the per- 
son, who had told him of my apostacy, is there no _ possibi- 
lity of saving him, would it not be adviseable to visit him 
and convince him of his error? ‘The parson excused him- 
self by saying, he had too much business to attend to then; 
but then nor since, have | ever received any admonition: 
although Jesus himself, commands in Matthew chap. xviii. 
ver. 15, 16, 17, (the Defendaut then read those three verses. ) 
Now, Gentlemen, be does not command them, after all this 
obstinacy, to prosecute and cast them into prison; but tells 
them it is they that shall and must be persecuted, and cast 
into prison. You are moreover told to “ lay hands suddenly 
on no man.” Read Paul’s commands to | Timothy ver. 22, 
but as though you did not believe those things yourselves, 
or were determined that you would “ not have this man to 
reign over you,” you came and suddenly collared me, and 
forced me to prison, and here you judge your brother 
and he dares not resist you. ‘Thus you see, you have acted 
contrary to God’s word written; aud by so doing you have 
violated the twentieth article of the Established Church, 
which says, (the defendant then produced a prayer book 
containing the thirty-nine Articles, and read from the 
twentieth Article) “It isnot lawful to ordain any thing 
contrary to God’s word written, and that the church should 
have the power to decree rites, ceremonies, and authority in 
controversies of faith.” _ But you have taken the power out 
of their hands and usurped their authority. By so doing 
you have brought a disgrace on the Church like the Corin- 
thians. Read what Paul says to them, | Corinthians chap. 
vi. ver. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, “ Is itso, is there not a wise man among 
you, no uot one, that is able to judge between his brethren? 
Know ye not, that the saints shall judge the world, and if 
the world shall be judged by you, are ye unworthy to judge 
of these small matters? Do you not know that we shall 
judge angels, how much more things, which pertain to this 
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life?” He even dares them to go to Jaw with any but the 
saints; and as I should suppose, no gentleman in this Court 
will presume to state, that he is qualified to judge angels, 

this court cannot be a court of saints. But, Gentlemen, how 
surprised will you be, when I inform you that to guard 
against such usurped authority as this, the saints of old have 
wisely enacted, and with as good authority as Sir Matthew 
Hale, the Old Witch Burner, read the fifth part of the report 
of Sir Edward Coke in the case of Caubrey, page 9, “ that 
so in causes ecclesiastical and spiritual, as viz. blasphemy, 
apostacy from Christianity, heresies, and schisms, &c. and 
others, (the connusance whereof belong not to the Common 
Laws of England) the same are to be determined and decid- 
ed by ecclesiastical Judges according to the King’s ecclesi- 
astical laws of this realm,” (and in page 10, it says) ‘* for as 
before it appeareth the dediding of matters so many, and of 
so great importance, are not within the connusance of the 
Common Laws.” This, Gentlemen, has been read in court 
before, and no one has attempted to contradict it, although 
the learned Judge bas stated several cases of prosecutions 
for blasphemy which have taken place since this law, and I 
make no doubt will be reiterated in your ears again, that 
Woolston, Peter Annet, and others, were prosecfted for 
impugning the miracles, &c. of Jesus Christ. Yet what 
precedent can these be to this case, in a day when even the 
divinity of Christ is suffered to be impugned with impunity, 
which was not the case in those days of Woolston, Annet, 

Williams, nor even Eaton. Lest you should be told from 
the bench, that it was unknown to them, I will read ‘you the 
Act, (Defendant then read the Act to Relieve Persons from 
certain penalties, who impugn the doctrine of the Holy 
Trinity, cap. 169, George 111, July 21, 1813. Whereas, &c.) 
Now, Gentlemen, the learned Judge, I trust, will not plead 
ignorance of this Act, as he did yesterday respecting the 
doctrines of the Unitarians and F reethinkers, who are allow- 
ed to publish their opinions and declare them openly in the 
rostrum. They disbelieve certain parts of the Bible, lec- 
ture on the unreasonableuess of the existence of a devil, and 
publicly declare that the Bible now extant is a fabricated 
work, or a wrong translation, and publish a spurious work 
of their own. I can bring a person into this court, if re- 
quired, who will declare on oath, that he bas heard a Unita- 
rian Minister in Liverpool boldly assert, that Paul was a 
liar, that Matthew did not write the Gospel ascribed to 
bim, and that there does not, never did, nor ever will, 
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exist a Devil. This lecture, with many others, are now pub- 
lished under the title of ‘‘ Lectures Delivered by the Reve- 
rend G. Harris, in the Unitarian Chapel, Renshaw Street, 
Liverpool.” And persons holding forth this doctrine or 
giving their assent to it, are even received into the very 
bosom of the legisJature of this country. 1! have heard ina 
meeting house in Moorfields, the divinity of Christ, as well 
as the miraculous conception, publicly declared to be both 
false and ridiculous. In Jewin Street Crescent, I have heard Samuel 
Thompson, the Wine and Spirit Merchant, of Holborn Hill, pub- 
licly recommend to a meeting of four or five hundred persons, 
the writings of Thomas Paine, for the sale of which, so many 
good and useful men have been, and are now, incarcerated in a 
prison, and wished that every man in the kingdom would read 
them. Now, Gentlemen, can you say those prosecutions are just, 
in the present day, when so much toleration as this is given, or do 
they only wink at it, as God is said to have done? Acts chap. 
xvil. ver. 30. Thus you see, which ever way my persecutors 
turn, they are foiled with their own weapons, which convinces 
me, “‘ ye know not what manner of spirit ye are of ;” for of some, 
even ye ought, as ye are commanded, to ‘‘ have compassion on 
making a difference;” for it is written: “the high priest himself 
is compassed about with infirmities.” In many things we offend 
all, one believeth one thing, another believeth another thing, read 
what Paul says, Romans chap. xiy. ver. 2, 3,4, ‘‘ that one be- 
lieveth he may eat all thimgs, another who is weak eateth herbs, 
but let not him that eateth, despise him that eateth not, and let 
not him which eateth not, Judge him who eateth, to his own mas- 
ter he standeth or falleth; therefore, who art thou, O man, that 
judgeth another man’s servant. Let every man be persuaded in 
his own mind;” and take care ye do not destroy him, for whom 
ye say Christ died, but have you not read that the Lord will 
harden whom he will harden, and shew mercy on whom he will 
havemercy.” Read Romans chap. ix. ver. 22, 23, ‘‘ What now, if 
God, willing to shew his wrath and to make his power known, 
endureth with much long suffering thevessels of wrath fitted to des- 
truction, that he might make known the riches of his glory on the 
vessels of mercy.” Will you then, feeble man, dare to prevent 
him, will you persecute those whom God tolerates; beware. lest 
you be found like the Jews of old “ fighting against God,” Read 
Acts chap. v. ver. 39, the scriptures were written for your instruc- 
tion and example, and ‘be assured that judgment will begin at 
the house of God,” and “he that shewed no mercy, shall have 
judgment without mercy.” I would therefore, exhort you “ to 
refuse not him who (you say) speaketh from heaven,” “ but love 
one another,” even your enemies, and “ follow after those things 
which make for peace.” 


No. 2, Vol. X. 
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I perceive, also, in the indictment, although you did not read 
it out to the court, that you have presumed to say, ‘‘ to the 
displeasure of Almighty God,” what presumption ! “who among 
you hath known the mind of the lord,” or who among you is his 
counsellor, that you should presume to tell me whether the Lord 
is pleased or displeased? “ Are not his ways past finding out,” or 
do you think, Mr. Raven, his own right arm is so shortened ‘that 
he cannot save me w ithout your assistance? “ Shall not he that 
made the eye see; is his ar so heavy that he cannot hear, or do 
you thing he is not “the same to day he was yesterday?” If he, 
on former occasions, could change the hearts of King Nebuchad- 
nezzar, and Saul of Tarsus, I warrant you, he can change mine, 
if he chooses, by the same means, without your assistance. He 
did not drag them to prison; although they were dragging others; 
you, therefore, are doing more than you are commanded, which 
is violating the xiv. Article of your religion. (The Defendant 
then read fr om the prayer book, part of the xiv. Article, which 
says “ that voluntary w orks, besides over and above God's command- 
ments, cannot be taught without arrogance and impiety; for by 
them, men do declare, that they not only render unto God as much as 
they ure bound todo, but they do more for his sake, than of bounden 
duty they are required.”) If youread Liviticus chap. xix. ver. 18, 
you will find that “ye are not to avenge yourselves;” for it is 
said in another place: “vengeance is mine, I will repay, saith the 
lord.” But what does he say he will take vengeance for, or for what 
is it he will repay? Is it for selling a sixpenny printed book? No, 
Gentlemen, it does not appear by this holy book, that God, or Jesus, 
or any other person spoken of in this book, knew any thing about or 
ever peard any thing about printed books. ButlI will tell you, for what 
he will take vengeance; for not feeding the hungry, and clothing the 
naked. Read Matthew chap. xxv. ver. 31,(the Defendant then read 
thatchaptertotheend.) Here, Gentlemen, you see, is nothing about 
faith, baptism, preaching, prayers, predestination, building of 
cheiches, or printing of books. You laugh at, and ridicule the 
solemn rites, and ceremonies, and observances of the Catholic 
Church, and call it superstition, you even consider the Catholic 
church itself to be no other than the whore of babylon, spoken of 
by John in his Revelations, without reflecting, that the Protestant 
church, is no other than the daughter of that whore. Even those 
who have dissented from the Protestant church, you ridicule and 
call fanatics, enthusiasts, and fools; yet, you forbid us to take 
the same liberty with yourselves. You endeavour to promulgate 
your opinions even to the most distant parts of the earth; yet you 
would prevent us from propagating our opinions amongst our 
neighbours. Surely this is acting contrary to God’s word written, 
which commands you ¢o do unto others as you would wish them to 
do unio you. Even Jesus hath set you an example of toleration. 
Read Luke chap. ix. ver. 49, when John told his masier, «that 
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they saw one casting out devils, and that he forbid him, because 
he did not follow them; did Jesus say, call fire from heaven and 
consume them? or did he even say go and cast him into prison? 
No, Gentlemen, he said, “ forbid them not.” You condemn this 
spirit of persecution in others, but cherish it among yourselves. 
If the various reformers that have been, and to whom the Pro- 
testant church owes its present establishment, had not been at li- 
berty to express their thoughts, you yourselves would have been 
groaning under that yoke of oppressive superstition, you beheld 
inthe Catholic church. Then why not let us advance unmolested 
and unfettered, towards that height of intellectual perfection, to 
which you perceive mankind is rapidly advancing. Re- 
member Galileo was condemned and imprisoned for main- 
taining an opinion which is contrary to the tenor of your 
holy book; but now, having become more enlightened, you 
acknowledge that his opinion was correct, having since had 
demonstration of it. -Religion is nothing more than a sys- 
tem of faith, and what is faith? Ask Paul: Hebrews chap. 
xi. ver. 1, where he says, that “ faith is the substance of 
things hoped for, the evidence of things not seen.” I would 
ask you, what substance cau there be in things hoped for ? 
Would your belly be filled by merely Aoping for a dinner? 
or what evidence can you have of things you nor any one 
living has ever seen? I will not say, though that man have 
no faith, notwithstanding I once believed, that God put “a 
lying spirit in the mouth” of 400 prophets, as it is recorded 
in lst Kings chap. xxii. ver. 23; and that he told Ezekiel to 
bake his bread with “ man’s dung,” as it is said in Ezekiel 
chap. iv. ver. 12; but my belief did not make it any more 
true, than Judge Hale’s belief in witchcraft; for, if he did 
not believe in witches, he must have been a very wicked 
man to condemn to the stake people accused of witchcraft. 
Faith, therefore, being so deceitful, it is neither just nor wise 
to commaud us to believe that, for which, as | have before 
proved, we. can have no direct evidence; but if you punish 
for what is both deceitful and involuntary, it must be most 
unjust and cruel; fora man can only believe or disbelieve, ac- 
cording as evidence appeareth unto him. Besides, you 
know that religion is one thing in one country and another 
thing in another country; it is also one thing in one age and 
another thing in another age; and you cannot say, that, al- 
though we may refuse obedience to your divine law, as you 
call it, we refuse obedience to the moral Jaw. Why not 
then let every man worship God, or no God if he likes, in 
his own way, so that he doth no injury to his fellow creatures? 





x = . 


- 


= 


— 


oor x se z. 


Se a 


ae = Ses 





aes 2 Se 


— 


eo 


Prt 


W's 





52 THE REPUBLICAN. 


If you conceive that our opinions proceed from ignorance, 
why do not you, who have knowledge, shew us our igno- 
rance and instruct us? But if it is proved to proceed from 
knowledge; why then should knowledge be persecuted? 
Does not Solomon tell us in his proverbs, chap. iv. ver. 7, 
*‘ that wisdom is the principal thing; therefore, get wisdom, 
(says he) and with all thy getting, get understanding.” He 
moreover tells you, that “ none but fools despise wisdom 
and instruction.” Now weare willing to be instructed; but 
this is not the way to instruct us, by casting us into prisons 
upon door-mats, and locking us up among thieves, swindlers, 
drunkards, and gamesteis, which has been the case since 
my imprisonment, aud amongst whom I was despised, be- 


. cause | would not game, swear, and drink with them. Yet 


those men called themselves Christians, went to chapel on 
the Sunday in the prison, and when they came down, would 
look upon me with horror, considering me far worse than 
themselves! Even the principal clerk in Mr. Shelton’s of- 
fice, when asked, last Saturday, by a friend of mine, whe- 
ther a bill had been returned against me or not; put ona 
look of the most consummate malignity, and, with all the in- 
solence of office, exclaimed to my friend: “ 1 wonder you 
are not ashamed to apply for any thing of the kind; a man 
like that I should despise. Publishing a blasphemous libel 
against the Christian religion! why he is worse by half than 
a common thief.” I cannot but observe, on the false and 
malignant statement, concerning the defence and behaviour 
of William Campion last Tuesday, by the editor of the old 
Times. They may do the same by me if they think proper; 
but, Gentlemen, is this spirit consistent with the spirit of 
Christianity? No, you find in Jude chap. ix., that “ when 
Michael the Archangel was contending with the devil about 
the body of Moses, he durst not rail against him, but only 
said, the Lord rebuke thee.” Even Paul himself, though 
‘** Alexander, the coppersmith,” did him so much evil, only 
said, ‘‘ the Lord reward him according to his works.” (Read 
2d Timothy chap. iv. ver. 14.) How do you know but 
that the Lord “ hath sent me a strong delusion, that I might 
believe a lie, and be damned,” as he has promised shall be 
the case? Read 2d Thessalonians chap. ii. ver. 11, Will 
you dare attempt to frustrate his design? Did he not tell 
Shimei to go and curse David (Read 2d Samuel chap. 
xvi. ver. 10) the man after God’s own heart? And how 
knowest thou, O man, but the Lord has put it into my heart 
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to say David is a murderer, an adulterer, a liar? But what 
did David say—Go bring him and cast bim in prison? No, 
David told them to “ Let him alone,” and if David did not 
mind people calling him bad names, what need you trouble 
yourselves about it? Are not the Jews an instance of the 
“severity and goodness of God.” (Read Romans chap. Xi. 
ver. 23.) ** What, though some of the branches be broken 
off, he is able (without your assistence) to graft them in 
again.” Atleast, it appears evident to me, that prosecu- 
tions will never graft them in again; for not one person, 
who has been prosecuted, has ever been converted; and if 
you will still persist in prosecutions, instead of building more 
churches, you will find occasion to build more gaols; for 
prisons will not intimidate an Englishman, when he knows 
his cause is good. It is in vain, then, for you to attempt to 
force a religion upon the people. I told the Alderman so at 
Guildhall when [ was taken before him; but he said, that 
the religion was accepted. How can you call it accepted, 
Gentlemen, when people are forced to pay for it? Is nota 
poor shoemaker, if Getected in selling an old pair of shoes on 
a Sunday, though they may not be worth two and sixpence, 
forced to pay eight shillings fine for it? And how often 
have I seen a poor old woman, who, having a large family to 
support, is obliged, in order to procure them bread for the 
Monday, to sell apples, nuts, or gingerbread, on the Sun- 
day, for God don’t send us double allowance of food on the 
Saturday, as he used to do; I beg pardon, Gentlemen, it was 
on a Friday he used to do such wonderful things, when the 
sabbath was on the Saturday; but since those days God 
hath changed his mind, although James says, that “ with 
him there is no shadow of turning,” no variableness what- 
ever, being ‘‘ the same to day he was yesterday:” how of- 
ten, then, have [ seen a something in a human shape, witha 
large coat and red collar, with stick in his hand, throw the 
poor old woman’s stall, with her whole fortune in the dirt, 
merely, because she did not go to church like other fools and 
hypocrites. Do you think this makes her more religious? 
No, Gentlemen, it gives her more reason to curse both reli- 
gion and its supporters. Even the poor old people, who, 
through the enormous Weight of taxes, are sunk into a work- 
house are mulcted out of their small pittance of meat, if found 
absent from their chapel. Who can say, then, that religion is not 
forced upon the people; but Christianity does not authorize you 
to do those things, as I have proved to you: you are commanded 
to “ follow after those things which make for peace,” and to leave 
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those “ secret things to God.” I warrant you, he knows how to 
act better than you do. And now, Gentlemen, after what I have 
said in defence of Christianity, for surely it must be admitted, I 
have been defending Christianity from the innovations which you 
have made in it, should any one present feel inclined to make me 
any acknowledgment, it will be more than I aimed at or expected. 
To proceed further | conceive to be unnecessary, as I think any 
reasonable man would be convinced, that this prosecution is unjust 
and unlawful, as well as contrary to God’s word written; besides . 
an usurped authority in bringing me before this court, when the 
laws of England forbid it, as I have proved; for you not being 
saints qualified ‘ to judge angels,” are not qualified to judge me; 
because you have not given yourselves ‘“ continually to prayer and 
the ministry of the word,” like the saints of old, read Acts chap. 


_vi. ver. 4. But, as I suppose by your appearance, you are ‘ serv- 


ing tables,” you cannot be the proper persons appointed to try me, 
you will, therefore, accordingly acquit me, though I am very willing 
to be consigned over to the Ecclesiastical Court of Saints, and there 
engage agreeably to the aforesaid challenge which I have given. 
But if you, Gentlemen, do conscientiously believe on your oath, 
that this prosecution is lawful and just, agreeably to the precepts 
given in this holy book, which is the foundation of the religion of 
your country that tolerates Freethinkers, Unitarians, and Jews, I 
must ‘* search those Scriptures,” and see whether those epithets 
contained in the indictment be true or false; for, if I utter any 
thing against public or private individuals, their persons and their 
characters must be made known before it can be ascertained, whe- 
ther what I have said be true or false; and as the persons whose 
characters [ am accused of defaming, are men unknown to any 
person in the present age, having departed this life upwards of 
one, two, three, and four thousand years since, who lived in king- 
doms not now extant, and whose posterity you treat with indignity 
and scorn, there can be no other way of proving the truth or false- 
hood of those epithets, but by examining their lives as recorded 
in this holy book. 1 know not, Gentlemen, whether it is customa- 
ry to put questions to the jury, or whether it is contrary to the 
rules; for never having been in such a place before, I am unac- 
quainted with its laws. I should wish to be informed, Gentlemen, 
what is your opinion of this prosecution. (Here the defendant left off 
speaking, seeming to wait for a reply, when the Recorder said, the 
Jury could not argue with the defendant, and several of the Jury 
stood up, and said something to the Recorder, but we could not 
distinctly hear. The Jury seated themselves again, and the de- 
fendant receiving no answer, proceeded.) Well, Gentlemen, I per- 
ceive by the passages selected for prosecution (looking into the 
Republican), that I am charged with not only calling Noah, 
Moses, Joshua, David, Solomon, Jesus, and Paul, a band of rob- 
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bers, murderers, liars, impostors, &c.; but that the Bible is a 
book of contradictions, fables, and nonsense. I will, therefore, 
begin at the beginning; but first, (taking up the Bible) hear what 
Bishop Porteus says in this book, for it ws called by his name, page 
9, “It is true, indeed, that in the historical books of the Old Tes- 
tament, there are some bad characters and bad actions recorded, 
and some very cruel deeds described:” thus you see, Gentlemen, 
that the Bishop himself tells you there are some bad characters, 
and | have done no more than tell you their names, which it ap- 
pears he was unwilling to do. (The defendant then ‘turned to the 
ist chapter of Genesis and said) If this be the word of a God, it 
will be found clear, positive, and distinctly worded. I shall now 
begin with the first book of Moses called Genesis. (The defend- 
ant then read, without commenting, to chap. ix. ver. 21, as he 
seemed fearful of being interrupted, but every remarkable passage 
he met with, he read over again, and sever ral words he would lay 
a much stronger emphasis on, that it might be particularly ob- 
served, such as FLAMING SW ORD, W hich might have bee n heard 
a considerable distance out of court, and this w ay of reading he 
continued until he was exhausted. He then said) Now, Gen- 
tlemen, my indictment accuses me of calling Noah a drunkard, 
here in the nineteenth chapter, verse 21, you find these words, 
‘‘ he was drunken.” I leave this to your consideration, and pro- 
ceed — 

The Recorder said, a person who accidentally was overcome with 
liquor, could not be called adrunkard. The word drunkard could 
only be applied to persons who habituated themselves to drinking 
immoderately. 

Defendant then read on till he found ‘‘ cursed be Canaan.” 
Who was this Canaan? Why, Gentlemen, it was Noah’s grand- 
son. And what had he done to be so cursed? Nothing: his 
grandfather got beastly drunk, and his father looked at him, and 
so he must be cursed for it, and that too by his drunken old 
grandfather. Shameful! 

He then read to verse 30, chap. x. when th e Recorder asked 
him, what were his objects in reading the Bible 

The defendant replied, I am charged with asserting that this 
book, the Bible, is a book of contradictions, fables, and nonsense, 
and i must read it to prove the truth of it; and is not this chap- 
ter a proof? What have you learnt from this cl:apter, a chapter 
of jaw-breaking words, and is not this nonsense? 

The Recorder said, wnen this was written, it was all necessary 
to the people it was written to. 

The defendant said, whatever it might be to those it was writ- 
ten to, it was nonsense tohim, and he would prove, in the course of 
the work, it was nonsense to them it was written to; for he would 

prove by and bye, it was not written till the reign of Cyrus, king 
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of Persia. He then read on, chap. xi. ver. 6,7. Was God reall 
afraid they would get into heaven? chap. xii. ver. 10. Let me 
see, did not God promise here in chap. viii. ver. 22, that while the 
earth remaineth, seed time and harvest should not cease? Chap. 
xii. ver. 19, let us see who was this Pharaoh, he was no Jew, no; 
nor a Christian; he seems too generous and virtuous for 
either. Chap. xvil. ver. 17, what, laugh in God’s face, worse than 
blasphemy! Chap. xix. ver. 8, (the manner in which this verse 
was read caused something like horror around). Chap. xix. ver. 
35, surely this man was a drunkard, for he was blind drunk two 
nights together; but he does not belong to my gang! Chap. xxi, 
ver. 17, (here the defendant screamed out like an old woman) 
“What aileth thee Hagar.” 

After he had finished this chapter, the Recorder advised him 
to consider whether the course he was pursuing was likely to serve 
him or not, and that he did not think that his line of defence ap- 
plied to the charge against him. 

Defendant—I intend to prove that this book is what I have 
stated it to be, false and nonsensical. 

Recorder—It appears, your object is only to weary the court and 
jury; and I ask you, if it is your intention to read the Bible 
through ? 

Defendant—Yes, Sir, and the Testament also. 

Recorder—The court will not allow it. 

Defendant—I must, Sir, in order to prove the truth of my asser- 
tions... 

A Juror then got upand asked if it were not possible to stop the 
defendant from proceeding any further? 

Defendant—Then you stop my defence. 

Recorder—The greatest part you have already said, has nothing 
to do with the charge, perhaps you think it has, so follow your 
own contumelious course. 

Defendant—Well, perhaps | may skip some verses or chapters 
here andthere; but I will turn over every leaf. 

He then read on. Chap. xxi. ver. 15, out of heaven, oh! it 
can’t be far off,if Abraham could hear him! chap, xxv. ver. 5, gave 
all that he had to Isaac, ver. 6, gave gifts to the sons of his whores. 
Why I thought he gave all that he had to Isaac! Ver. 22, strug- 
gled together within her. Oh! then it is no wonder they could 
not agree together when they came out of her, seeing they quar- 
relled within her. Chap. xxvi. ver. 1, another famine, Gentlemen! 
ver. 10 and 11, here was morality without your Christianity. Chap. 
xxxii. ver. 1, angel of God met him, I wonder where they were tra- 
velling, chap. xxxiv. throughout. Is it possible that two mere 
boys could do this, if they did why were they not punished? has 
not God said, chap. 1x. ver. 6, whoso sheddeth man’s blood shall 
die, horrid! Chap, xxxvi. ver. 31, this could not be written sure- 
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ly till after some king had reigned in Israel, chap. xxxvuii., 
throughout. Nowif we turn to Matthew, chap. i. ver. 3, we shall 
find, that from this incestous connection our blessed holy Lord and 
Saviour Jesus Christ, sprang. Chap. xlix. ver. 10, the sceptre 
shall not depart from Judah, nor a law-giver, until Shiloh come. 
Now this Shiloh, the priests would persuade us, means Christ ; but 
we find in Luke chap. iii. ver. 1, that the sceptre was departed 
long before he came, and if this means Christ, what a drunken fel- 
low he must have been; it says, his eyes shal! not only be red with, 
wine, but he shall wash his cloaths in wine. I dont’t think that Je- 
ssu was such a drunkard, so I won’t believe itcan mean him. Exo- 
dus chap. ii. ver. 12, slew the Egyptian. There, Gentlemen, I have 
proved Moses, atany rate, to be a murderer, even by his own ac- 
count: ver. 14, Moses feared. I think I recollect in Hebrews 
chap. xi. ver, 27, that Moses went away not fearing, ah! here it 
is, chap. ili, ver. 22. Is not this an encouragement for robbers, see- 
ing it was God’s commands; and is he not the same to day he 
was yesterday. Chap. iv. throughout, 5, a curious way of making 
them believe, by destroying them all in the Red Sea: ver. 16, oh! 
the vanity and presumption, he thus made himself a God, for God 
is too jealous of his Godhead, to make any more Gods: ver. 21, 
hardened his heart! I thought God tempted no man; look at 
James chap. i. ver. 13,—24, sought to kill him, and could he not? 
ver. 25, even his own wife called him a bloody husband! chap. vii. 
throughout, 1, ah, here he is a God again! ver. 12, this cannot be 
considered much of a miracle, if wicked men could do the same, 
ver. 22, they did so too, why where did they get the water, I 
thought all the water, even the very ponds, were turned into blood 
before? how then is this? oh, | have no faith. Chap. viii. - 
throughout, what was the use of sending so many messages to 
him, when he said before, in chap. iii. ver. 19, that he was sure he 
would not let them go, ver. 7, clever fellows! I wonder whether 
the two armies of frogs got fighting together, like Homer’s frogs 
and mice? Ver. 13, ah, the lord is merciful, his tender mercies 
are over all his works; ver. 15, he hardened his heart, why I 
thought the Lord hardened it for him in chap. vil. ver. 13. Chap. 
viii. ver. 18, how the plague could they, when all the dust was 
made lice before? I think I have read enough of this nonsense to 
prove itfabulous. Chap. xv. ver. 3, this cannot be the same God 
spoken of in Hebrew chap. xiii. verse 20; for there he is called a 
‘“* God of Peace.” 

Recorder said; defendant, you know the marginal references are | 
not considered the word of God. 

Defendant—Here are no marginal references you see (holding 
up the book) this is the Porteusian Bible. 

The defendant proceeded. Chap. xvi. verse 35, how could 
Moses write this, when he died long before he entered Canaan ? 
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Read Joshua chap. v. verse 12, and the manna ceased on the mor- 
row, after they had eaten of the old corn of the land, that was the 
land on the other side of Jordan to that on which Moses died. 
Chap. xvii. verse 3, murmured against Moses: no wonder when 
the poor creatures had no water. Chap. xix. verse 19, | wonder 
who made this trumpet? chap. xx. verse 5, this cannot be the same 
God who spoke to Ezekiel: look at chap. xviii. verse 20, he says, 
“‘ The son shall not bear the iniquity of the father.” —verse 13, he 
should have told Moses this before he slew the Egyptian: verse 
14, God forgot this I suppose, when he told David by Nathan the 
prophet, in 2d Samuel chap. xii. verse 11, that his neighbour 
SHOULD lie with his wives publicly in sun shine, and which we find 
was fulfilled in chap. xvi. verse 22, when his own son Absalom 
went into his father’s whores, if they were not his wives. Chap. 
xxii. ver. 18, oh, there were witches then; why should you sup- 
pose thereare none now? Chap. xxiv. verse 2, now if those seven- 
ty men saw God, John must tell alie, for he says, Ist John chap. 
iv. verse 12, no man hath seen God at any time; and Paul says, 
Ist Timothy chap. vi. verse 16, no man can approach him: but 
here they not only saw him, butit seems. they had a feast together. 
Chap. xxv. verse 8, make me a sanciuary “ that I may dwell 
with them,” why I think Stephen says, in Acts chap. vii. verse 48, 
that “‘ he does not dwell in temples made with hands:” verse 18, 
cherubims, what are they? if they be the likeness of any thing ei- 
ther in heaven or earth, he soon forgot his former command in 
chap. xx. verse 4; but perhaps they were like something in hell. 
Chap. xxxii. verse 1, this is an odd manner of speaking, concern- 
ing a man like Moses: verse 10, let me alone, ah, Job says, it is 
of no use. Job chap. xxiii. verse 13, he is of one mind, who can 
turn him; verse 14, oh then it appears Moses did turn him, Chap. 
xxxill. verse 11, he could not speak to him as a man speaketh to 
a friend without hearing his voice, and Jesus says in John chap. 
v. verse 37, “ye have not heard his voice or seen his shape.” I 
won't say Jesus was a liar, but one must be it is evident. Verse 20, 
this is very strange, when Jacob has told us in Genesis chap. xxxii. 
verse 30, that he had “ seen God face to face:” verse 23, his 
back parts, Gentlemen, observe that. Now I have gone through 
the second book; and I tind here, in the latter part, a great many 
commands about making candlesticks, snuffers, and other trifling 
things; but not a word about that which is the most important, a 
future state: However, we will see what we can find in Leviticus. 

Recorder said, you will find it in other parts of the Bible. 

Defendant—Well, we shall see. 

Recorder—Defendant you are only aggravating your crime, 
without doing any service to yourself. 

Defendant—Sir, I am bound to prove that those persons men- 
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tioned in the indictment, were guilty of those acts I have attributed 
to them. 

Recorder (with a nod and sarcastic grin)—Go on with your de- 
fence. 

The defendant (looking round the gallery) began, Leviticus chap. 
xv. verse 16, to the end; chap. xvill.; chap. xix. verse 13, they 
should have had this command before they left Egypt. Chap. xxi. 
ver. 7, ah, Hosea did not know this, [ suppose; let us see, Hosea 
chap. i. verse 2,.oh! I find God told him to “‘ take a wife of whore- 
doms,” and again, another whore, chap. iii. verse 1; and what is 
worse, “* one “that was beloved of her friend.” W ell, I see God 
does not remember every thing. Chap. xxiv. verse 10, now, Gen- 
tlemen, there have been ereat. disputes and altercations about the 
word blasphemy : if this is the word of God why do you not take 
his word for your standing rule, you will find here that blasphemy 
consists in cursing God, (the defendant read 10, 11, and 12 verses) 
* Put him in ward,” that was a prison I suppose, that they might 
know what punishment to inflict upon a man who would dare to 
curse his God, for it does not appear that there was any command 
to that effect be fore; cursing or calling people bad names does not 
seem to have been such acrime; for we find, as we have already read, 
that Noah cursed his own grandson; Shimeicursed David, ; even Je- 
sus cursed afig-tree, which was not his own, because it did not bear 
fruit outof season; evenJob would curse theday of his birth, but he 
would not curse God; because he knew he would cet stoned for it, 
according to this law which God now made. He then read verses 
13, 14, 15, 16, perhaps Job’s wife might have found it to her inte- 
rests topersuade her husband tocurse God and so die. We even 
find that an angel can curse. Read Judges chap. v. ver. 22,— 
thus, Gentlemen, you see, that blasphemy is cursing God, by the 
Mosaic law, and who among you can charge me w ith « cursing God ? 
It may be said, that those things were only ‘* types or shadows of 
things to come,” that the apostolic doctrine teaches different, let 
us see then, what James says, read James chap. U. ver. 5, 6,7 7, 
Here you find that blasphemy consists in oppressing poor people 
like me, and dragging us before your judgment seats. [ think I 
have now explained what blasphemy is, according either to the old 
or new will of God, and as I should suppose the jury might require 
a little refreshment as well as’ myself, 1 would beg to ask permis- 
sion to retire a quarter of an hour. 

Recorder—Go on with your defence. 

(The defendant’s voice here began to fail, and the Governor of 
Newgate, Mr. Wontner, persuaded him to read only those passages 
which he might consider as absolutely necessary, for he was sure he 
would soon be exhausted; he then began) 

Numbers chap. xii. verse 3, could Moses write this of himself? 
If he did, it shews a great deal of vanity; but let us see whether 
the record he gives of himself be true, read chap. xxxi. 
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Is this the meekest man of the earth? Could any man act more 
barbarous? The chapter is so horrid, that I cannot dwell upon it. 
Chap. xxii. ver. 20, to the end. Is not thisa fable? chap. xxv. ver. 
6, 7, 8, Josephus says they were married; but if not, was he jus- 
tified in murdering them? O, yes, he had a “ covenant of peace” 
given to him in 129, died 24,000, now Paul, when speaking of 
this says only 23,000. Surely, this is a contradiction, a thousand 
men is a great number, Duet. chap. iii. ver. 1 to 8, what slaugh- 
tering work is here! I am tiredof reading it, chap. xiii. ver.-1 to 5, 
observe, Gentlemen, this command is said to be given by God. 
If a dreamer’s dream did come to pass, he was to be put to death, 
ifhis dream tended to draw them after any other God; now, 
read Matthew chap. i. ver. 20, and chap. xi. ver. 13, and chap. 
xxii, you can find here, that Joseph dreamed three dreams 
and was never put to death, although the thing which 
came to pass did actually tend to draw them towards another 
God; namely Christ, and all this was done it is said chap. xxii. 
ver. 23 to fulfil a prophecy, letus read this prophecy, it is in Isaiah 
chap. vil. (Here the defendant read the vii. chapter to the 17 verse 
and by commenting in various parts proved that this prophecy ap- 
plied no more to Jesus than himself, but by the eighth chapter he 
explained the prophecy,) chap. xviii. ver. 15, I have heard some 
persons say, that this too, meant Christ, but Christ was no more 
like Moses than chalk is like cheese. The prophet, he was speak- 
ing of, was Joshua, who was exactly like Moses, a blood thirsty 
murdering villain, Read some of his acts, Joshua x. and xi. 
Surely itis enough to prove him a murderer, Judges. chap i. ver. 
19. Whata pretty God this was that could not drive them out 
because they hid themselves in iron chariots! chap. iii. ver. 15 
to 23, here is something more than is contained in the indictment, 
here is encouragement for treason. The Defendant asked again if he 
might not be allowed to retire for five minutes, only to take a little 
refreshment, the Recorder told him he had better go on. The De- 


fendant said he found himself exhausted for want of refreshment; 
but he would read a little more and contrast the one part with 
another, in order to prove its contradictions. 


Recorder—You are wasting your time in reading what cannot 
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possibly apply to your defence, if therefore you exhaust yourself, 
it is your own fault. 

Defendant—I find I shall require more time to finish my de- 
fence, than nature will allow me without refreshment. 

Recorder—What is your intention? Do you intend to do any 
thing more than you have been doing for this some time past? 
Have you any means of shewing you did not publish the libel? 

Defendant—I do not deny, neither am I ashamed of publishing 
the work; but I intend to prove that it is no libel; if I prove the 
truth of the epithets charged against me. 

Recorder—Yes it is, for what is true in some cases if publish- 
ed may be very mischievous, and courts have decided, that to 
publish what you now have uttered, language vilifying the reli- 
gion of your country, and the word of God, upon what it is found- 
ed, is highly blasphemous and libellous. 

Defendant—I have already proved that blasphemy is nothing 
less than cursing God; and if I vilified a hundred religions, you 
eannot make blasphemy of it; but blasphemy or not blasphemy, 
I can prove the truth of what I have said, if I am suffered to re- 
fresh myself. 

Recorder—lI certainly shall not give you any indulgence for 
that purpose. 

The Defendant then read, 1 Sam. chap. xv. ver. 3 to 29, this 
is most singular and glaring, even in the same chapter we are told 
at verse 1], that God repented and now verse 29, he cannot re- 
pent, chap. xxi. ver. 2, 3; Did not David tell a lie, here, and one 
of the most attrocius nature; for he says, chap. xxii. ver. 22, that 
he knew what would be the consequence. What was the conse- 
quence of David’s lies? why, read chap. xxii. ver. 18: here was 
murdering work by the lord’s annointed! chap. xxx. ver. 1 to 19, 
here is a contrast! it appears, that the heathen did not slay aman, 
but the Man after God’s own Heart, slew them all save 400 men, 
whom he could not catch; but how is this people come to life 
again, I read, just now, John chap. xv. ver. 8, that Saul a few 
years ago, slew them all, utterly destroyed them, 2 Sam. chap. 
vili. ver. 2, what cruelty, 4,700 horsemen: why here in I Chron. 
chap. xviii. ver. 4, it says, there were 7000 horsemen, chap. x. 
ver. 18, 40,000 horsemen, here again 1 Chron. chap. xix. ver. 18. 
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it says 40,000 footmen, chap. xi: to 17, basely murdered! Now 
hear the last dying words of this Man after God’s own Heart, 
1 Kings chap. ver. 5 to 9, I am to be cast in prison for calling 
this man a murderer, xi. to 9. This also isa good man I suppose, 
xiii. to 25, so we find that the deceiver escapes, and the poor de- 
ceived, slain. And when men of God lie one to another, how are 
we to believe them? 2 Kings chap. ii. ver. 23, here were 42 chil- 
dren destroyed, although Jesus says ‘‘ of such is the kingdom of 
God.” Chap. x. ver. 6, 7, 8, those 70 persons were murdered by 
the orders of Jehu, whom Elisha the man of God annointed King 
of Israel,on purpose to commit this bloody deed. Chap. xix. ver. 
35, Did God suffer this bloody angel to come into heaven again? 
The Defendant now said, that he found himself so exhausted, 
he must leave his case to the Jury, if not suffered to retire a few 
minutes; that he found such a dizziness in his head, he should, if 
he proceeded further, commit some error, which he did not wish 
to do, that he found such a pain in his head, he hardly knew what 
he said. Will you (to Recorder) allow me a short time, Sir, to 
refresh myself ? 

Recorder—If your object is to go on in the way you have 
hitherto, I will not, I will not hear you utter the mast blasphemous 
and horrid expressions in succession, with which the ears of the 
Court have been assailed. You have added to your guilt, by at- 
tempting to shew the truth of your wicked assertions with regard 
to all the characters you have villified in the Bible, excepting two 
persons. I would advise you to proceed no further, I will not 
allow you to utter such dreadful language against that being 
whom I, and every Christian believe to be our redeemer. 

Defendant—-I have proved the truth of all I asserted, except 
as to Paul. 

Recorder—And our Saviour? 

Defendant—Yes, Paul and Jesus. 

Recorder—Is it not horrid, that you should have classed those 
persons with robbers, adulterers, murderers, and have repeated 
and justified the blasphemy you stand to answer for? 

Defendant—! do consider Jesus to be the best of them; for he 
did no murder himself, he seemed to be an enemy to priests and 
hypocrites, like myself, he might have some qualifications which 
would rank him amongst the good and virtuous; but if this book 
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be true, I can prove that I have said nothing but what I can jus- 
tify myself from the Bible; suffice it to say at present, that Jesus 
took an ass that did not belong to him. 

Recorder—I will not hear such language. 

Defendant—You wont hear truth, you won’t give me time, I 
leave my case to the Jury. Here the defendant could scarcely 
reach the seat, through weakness. 

The Recorder then summed up and pronounced the book to be 
a wicked, blasphemous, and prophane libel. The Jury found the 
defendant Guilty without the least consideration. The Defendant 
being asked what he had to say why he should not receive judg- 
ment, as in case of misdemeanour, replied, that he had been ren- 
dered incapable of making his defence, through his (the Judge's) 
inhumanity. The Recorder, after dwelling on the various circum- 
stances of aggravation contained in his Defence, sentenced him . 
to imprisonment for three years in Newgate, and to enter into 
his own recognizances in the sum of one hundred pounds for his 
eood behaviour during life. 



































LIBERATION OF MRS. WRIGHT. 











Tuts heroine in the cause of free discussion, was informed on 
Thursday, the eighth instant, that she was no longer a prisoner, 
thus being freed from one out of her eighteen months’ imprisonment, 
and her fine of one hundred pounds. It has been a lingering 
struggle on the part of Eldon, Peel, and Co. to yield even this; 
and nothing but the fear of Mrs. Wright’s dying in prison has 
made them yield. She is a woman of very delicate health, and 
truly all spirit and no matter. On the arrival of her discharge 
warrant, she was not able to quit the prison; but on the tenth 
she ventured to leave, and the Magistrates very kindly ordered 
and paid for acoach to convey her home. The treatment which Mrs. 
Wright received in Newgate seriously affected her health. Commit- 
ted by the Christian Judges Abbott, Bailey, Best and Co., to New- 
gate in the month of November, for daring to shew reasons why 
they should not pass a penal sentence upon her, with a suckling 
infant six months old, she, a delicate woman, was refused even 
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the use of a pair of blankets, and ordered to do as the other 
women did, lie on a foul and dirty mat, which was not two de- 
grees better than lying down on the step of a door, ina cold and 
wet winter’s night. It is but justice to say, that, in Cold Bath Field’s 
Prison, she has been treated with a kindness approaching to pa- 
ternal attention, by the Magistrates, by Mr. Vicary, the Keeper, 
and his family, and also by the matron, Mrs. Adkins, since her ap- 
pointment. 
Throughout the struggle in which Mrs. Wright has engaged, 
and she was engaged in the hottest part of all, her enthusiasm, 
her perseverance, her undauntedness, her coolness, were alike 
conspicuous and excellent. To me individually she has been a 
source of high gratification up to the present time; and whilst I 
regret that she has an emaciated health for her reward, I earnest- 
ly hope, that she will recover and some day receive that great 
reward from the public, to which she is eminently entitled. 


R. CARLILE. 





= 





John Clarke begs leave to return thanks to G. W. P. of Essex, 
for the Commitment of his “Sovereign” to Newgate. 





Printed and Published by R. Carnie, 84, Fleet Street —Al!] Correspon- 
dences for “‘ The Republican” to be left at the place of publication. 


